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them to the cheerful employment of their future labours, Ishould it please God to visit this nation with a renewal of the
afiliction. I am, Sir, your obedient servant, I

J.C. BADELEY, M.D. Cantab.

P.S.-A resident in Jersey assured me that on the cholera
appearing in that island, the " States," that is, the public
treasury, immediately ordered that one guinea per day should
be given from their fund to each of the medical men who
should be employed in arresting its ravages, together with an
unlimited order on the fund for brandy or other stimulants
and nourishment, which, in their judgment, the subjects of the
disease might require. --

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SiR,-In THE LANCET of Nov. 24th, a letter appears, signed
J. W. Jones, Eldon-place, Vauxhall, complaining of the ina-
dequate remuneration for his services, in assisting the regular
medical officer of the fifth district of the parish of Lambeth,
during three months of the late epidemic, and personally al-
luding to me as one of the guardians: the private conversation
I have had with him I shall not notice except, regretting his
allusion to it in his letter. Cholera visited Lambeth severely,
more so than iair. Jones anticipated, or he would not have
consented to assist in attending the poor of that district for
three months, for the sum of thirty pounds. He complains,
now, of his own want of foresight, and illiberality of the board
of guardians; his agreement with them was two pounds seven
shillings per week, for three months: they have paid him five
guineas per week for the three months, or, sixty-eight pounds
five shillings, instead of thirty pounds. Can that be called il-
liberal-more than double his contract! And this is not the
solitary case where pounds, shillings, and pence outvie the
honourable and humane feeling of medical men, whose services
were called into action through the late epidemic.
Now to the heading of that letter, 11 reward to the Cholera

Doctors." 
0 

,

The board of guardians of the parish of Lambeth have paid,
dnringthe four months of the late epidemic-viz., July, August,
September, and October,-for extra medical attendance, only
the sum of one thousand six hundred and sixteen pounds, four-
teen shillings, and seven pence, (bear in mind, reader, there
are poor as well as rich rate-payers,) in addition to which, their
usual staff consists of eight district medical officers, and one
for the workhouse, receiving, conjointly, about twelve hundred
pounds per annum.-I am, Sir, yours, &c.,

JOHN BUSHELL.

CAUSES OF THE SOUNDS OF THE HEART.
letter FROM DR. STOKES, OF DUBLIN.]

To the Editor of THE LANCET.

SiR,-My attention has just been drawn to a communication
addressed to you by Mr. Brakyn, in THE LANCET of Nov. 24,
entitled, " An Experimental Inquiry into the Causes of the
Sounds of the Heart, Confirmatory of the Views of Dr. Bil-
ling." ..
Mr. Brakyn is perfectly correct in his statement, that I exa-

mined his apparatus, and witnessed his demonstration of the
causes of the sounds of the heart, and also that I introduced
him to the class of the Meath Hospital, and begged him to
explain his method. I did this in order to excite inquiry, and
with a desire of honouring every man who devotes himself to
original investigation; but he has misunderstood the observa-
tions I then made, for I did not admit the conclusiveness of the
experiment, particularly with reference to the first sound.
On this point I certainly never expressed myself as Mr.
Brakyn represents me to have done.

I do not in the most remote degree accuse Mr. Brakyn of
any wilful misrepresentation, of which I believe him to be in-
capable.
There is another point in Mr. Brakyn’s letter which I must

take leave to correct. It is, that in cases of softening of the
heart in typhus fever the impulse is found, on the recovery of
the patient, to return with considerable energy, but unaccom-

. panied for some days by any sounds, and in some instances by
the second only. In the investigations which I have published
on the state of the heart in typhus fever, I have shown that in
a few cases a returning impulse is perceptible before the deve-
lopment of the first sound; but the statement, that the heart
may act with considerable energy for days, without producing
any sounds, is altogether opposed to fact.

I have the honour to remain, Sir, your obedient servant,

THE COMING CHARTER.
To.the Editor of THE LABCET.

SiR,&mdash;It is disagreeable to play the part of a killjoy, and to
throw cold water upon a general jubilee; but I must say, it
appears to me, that the exulting tone of your last two or three
numbers, in reference to the proceedings of the College of Sur-
geons, is hardly borne out by the facts of the case. Depend
upon it, we are far enough yet from the medical millennium.

After all, what is the scheme proposed ? What does the
great " concession" consist of, which is to satisfy " thousands"
of the insulted members ? Is it a new Charter, to do away
with the injustice that was enacted in 1843 ? ’! Nothing of the
sort. It is merely an application to the Crown for leave to
make another batch of fellows, selected out of those members
who are now of twenty years’ standing; and the object of it
is to admit to the fellowship a " limited number," chiefly of
army surgeons, the claims of that body having been unfairly
overlooked in making out the original lists. There is no pro-
vision contemplated for the relief of the members generally,
nor any thought whatever of opening a way to the fellowship
for those who shall not yet have completed the vicessimal
period. The conditions attached will not avail them seriatim,
as year after year they attain the required seniority; and the
member of nineteen years will, when the Charter is made
out, be no nearer to the fellowship than he is at this moment.
Pray do not let your readers be deceived in this matter, for

I have reason to know that a great deal of misunderstanding
prevails with regard to it. Mr. Guthrie always told us that
he would take care of the old army surgeons, but would not
trouble himself about anybody else. The rest of the members
must light their own battle. He has kept his word. Will
the members do their duty ?

I am, Sir, your very obedient servant,
THE WRITER OF " A FEW WORDS ON

December, 1849. THE FELLOWSHIP."

THE PROPOSED CHARTER.
To’the Editor of THE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;As the late decision of the Council of the College of
Surgeons of England, to reconsider the charter, and to
apply for an amended one, is very generally ascribed to your
influence as a journalist, I address you, that the subject may
be fully considered by the fellows and members at large.
Whether the means by which some of the council think advi-
sable to add twenty thousand pounds to their funds will be
also the means of satisfying the members generally, is a sub-
ject I shall not at present enter upon. But what I wish prin-
cipally to draw the attention of yourself and the surgeons of
this country to, is the absolute necessity of taking care that .

no alteration be made in the late charter before such altera-
tions are fully made public. I think no one will disagree with
me in thinking, that the late heartburnings and bickerings
might in a great measure have been avoided, had the council
made public the late alterations in the constitution of the col-
lege, previous to the Crown granting the new charter. I wish
here to call upon the fellows and members to take early means
of memorializing Sir George Grey, that he do not recommend
the Queen to grant any amended charter to the College of Sur-
geons, before the profession shall have had an opportunity of
making themselves acquainted with the proposed alterations.
With regard to such alterations, I wish to draw your atten-
tion, and to request your assistance in bringing before the
public, what I think is required to be altered in the constitu-
tion of the council. When the council undertook lately to re-
form the constitution of the college, they forgot to make any
reforms with regard to themselves, all members of the
council and the Court of Examiners being allowed to hold
their places for life, (a most vicious principle,) when the new
members were only to be elected for a limited period. The
following are what I consider should be the groundwork of
any alterations:-

1. All members of the council to retire in rotation, and to
be eligible for re-election, as are the new members.

2. All members of the Court of Examiners to be appointed
for a limited period only. The present number, ten, to be re-
duced to seven, (six and the president, ex officio,) three of that
number not to be members of council; the salary of the mem-
bers to be fixed, say X400 a year, (of late years, the emolu-
ments of the examiners have varied from X300 to X500 a year.)
By this means about &pound;1000 a year will be saved-a most
desirable end at the present moment, when the expen-
diture so far exceeds the income, and prevent the neces-
sity of reducing the number of the anatomical students
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(the only money, with a very trifling exception, at pre-
sent received from the funds of the college by any
members-except the curators-not on the council. At the
College of Physicians there are four examiners, and the
president, with about &pound;80 a year divided among them!
When the age of the present three senior members of the
Court of Examiners is considered, it will, I think, occur to every
one, that they should be relieved of so troublesome an office at
a time when they must so wish forrepose, and for time to think
of something else than mere mundane affairs; and looking
’3.1. the time they have held office, I think they would have
little to complain of from such an arrangement. They have en-
joyed the sweets of office for above twenty years, and in this
time cannot have received among them much less than
&pound;25,000. The fixed salary is a question, I think, of much im-
portance ; that it should not depend upon the number of
candidates who pass an examination, which must always be
open to the objection, that it may be supposed that candi-
dates are improperly admitted members.

3. The removal of the disqualification for a seat in the
council by those gentlemen who practise midwifery, but not
pharmacy. How absurd that such men as Mr. Blagden, Mr.
Stone, or Mr. Gream, should be disqualified for a seat in the
council of their own college?

4. The alteration of a mere majority of votes being suffi-
cient to attain a seat in the council to a majority of two-thirds
of the votes.

5. An alteration in the present mode of being obliged to
vote for or against every candidate for a seat in the council
according to seniority, without any reference to the merits of
other candidates. What I would suggest would be, that the
electors should have the option of choosing from a certain
number of the senior candidates, (say ten or twenty,) without
absolutely passing over any one, and that a fellow might
appear as a candidate as often as he pleases-so, if not chosen
in one year he may be in another. ’,

6. That on a fellow becoming eligible for a seat in the
council, he be required to give the secretary notice of such
alteration to enable him to enjoy such right.

7. That the council do annually publish a clear statement
of the accounts, mentioning what each person may individually
receive-not, as now, lumped together, so as to give little or
no information; it is impossible to make out by the present
statement whether there is more money spent on the museum
than on the Court of Examiners or on the council dinners.

I hope, Sir, you will excuse the hasty and crude mode in
which these suggestions are offered; but it appears to me that
there is no time to be lost, and I am anxious that you should
.early comment on them, and that they should be brought
under the notice of the committee of the council, to whom
the alteration of the charter is entrusted.
On the grand subject of " the franchise of the members," I

must defer any observations I may have to make for the
present, (should you think the above worthy of consideration.)

I am, Sir,
A SINCERE WELL-WISHER TO THE

ROYAL COLLEGE OF SURGEONS
OF ENGLAND.

DR. SIMPSON ON OPERATIVE MIDWIFERY.
To the Editor of TaE LANCET.

SIR,&mdash;In the last number of THE LANCET there is a review
of Dr. Collins’s "Life and Writings of Dr. Clarke." The
author of the review describes the work in language which I
would lead one to suppose that it could have afforded him
abundance of excellent practical passages to lay before your
readers in the way of extracts. And, no doubt, many such
passages are to be found in its pages. But your reviewer has
thought fit to insert, instead, a long extract from another and
totally different production of Dr. Collins’s, upon another and
totally different subject than the life of Dr. darker and he
has evidently travelled willingly out of his road for this pur-
pose. This intruded extract has, as I have said, no relation
to Dr. Clarke’s life or writings, but contains merely a variety
of misrepresentations regarding the practice of the Edinburgh
Maternity Hospital and of the late Dr. Hamilton. These
misrepresentations, when originally published by Dr. Collins,
in Dr. Clay’s Obstetric Journal, were accompanied by other
mis-statements of evidently so very erroneous a character as
not to require any refutation. But the extract quoted in your
review acquires more weight when isolated and transferred to
your pages. I beg therefore to be allowed to correct one or
two of its principal mis-statements.

1. During the first two years of its institution-viz., from

1844 to 1846, the Edinburgh Royal Maternity Hospital was
located in a small ill-ventilated house in St. John-street. In
the Monthly Journal of Medical Science for November, 1848,
(p. 329,) I published a report of the practice of the hospital
while located in St. John-street. Among numerous other
matters, I stated that among the 1475 women delivered under
the superintendence of the institution, eleven deaths oc-

curred, or one in every 134 of the mothers died. Of these
eleven deaths, seven occurred among the 374 cases delivered
in the hospital, and four among the 1101 out-cases. And of
the eleven deaths, seven were from puerperal fever. I have
elsewhere further remarked, that " the mortality among the
in-patients (one in fifty-three) was somewhat above the proper
standard, and the mortality among the out-patients (one in
275) was somewhat below its standard, in consequence of out-
patients, when severely ill, being sometimes transferred to the
hospital, and in one or two instances dying there."*
The extract, which your reviewer gives very incorrectly,

represents the mortality among the patients of the institu-
tion during the two years over which the report extended, as
amounting to one death among every twenty-one mothers de-
livered, instead of as one death among every 132 mothers de-
livered. The report in question was, before publication, laid
by me (as stated in the introductory remarks published with
it)t both before the Dledico-Chirurgical and Obstetrical So-
cietiesof Edinburgh. And your reviewer, in his quotation,
adds that a different result was .stated at the meeting of the
Medico-Chirurgical Society, at which it was read, as reported
at least in the Monthly Journal for June, 1847. But I need
scarcely add, that I am most assuredly not in any way what-
ever answerable for the mistakes and absurdities of that or
any other reports of the meetings of the Medico-Chirurgical
Society. Nothing, I think, could be conceived more ridicu-
lous, than that the author of a statistical paper, read before
any society, was answerable for the blunders of any unautho-
rized reporter of it. The editor of the Monthly Journal has
already told Dr. Collins that I had nought whatever to do
with this report, and in a way that might have prevented its
repetition in your pages, and which I shall append in a foot-

note.++ The books, I may add, of the hospital, are public
records, and patent to inspection. In Dublin, I believe, they
are reckoned the private property of the master, and removed
by him. During most part of the above two years, these
books of the Maternity Hospital were kept most carefully by
Dr. Martin Barry, who was acting as resident physician, and
whose name is an ample guarantee for their faithfulness and
accuracy.

2. The extract in your review is placed in such a way as
might lead your readers to suppose that instrumental in-
terference was often had recourse to in the Edinburgh Ma-
ternity Hospital. In Dr. Clarke’s Dublin Hospital practice,
one out of every 162 mothers was delivered instrumentally;
one out of every 728 being a forceps case, and one out of
every 208 being a crotchet one. In the Edinburgh Mater-
nity Hospital, one out of every 354 mothers was deliveredinstrumentally; the forceps were used in one out of every
472 cases; the crotchet in one out of the 1417 cases. The

* Provincial Journal for December 13, 1848.
t The Edinburgh Maternity Hospital was opened in St. John-street in

May, 1844, and continued in this locality till May, 1846, when the charity
was removed to its present premises in Milton House, Canongate. The
following report comprehends an analysis of the obstetric practice of the
institution during the two years in which it was located in St. John-street.
The report was drawn up and communicated to the Medico-Chirurgical
Society twelve or eighteen months ago ; and its publication was for a time
postponed, under the hope that I might find leisure to render it still more
minute and extensive. As, however, I have little prospect of fulfilling that
wish, I now publish it, with the permission of the Obstetric Society, in the
printed account of their transactions. And, I trust, that the continuation
of the reports of the institution will, betimes, be drawn up and communi-
cated to the Society by some of the younger and more active medical
officers attached to the hospital."&mdash;Introductory paragraph to Report of
Maternity Hospital in Monthly Journal of illedical Science, for November,
1848, p. 329.

t I’ Erratum in our number for June, 1847.&mdash;An error of our reporter in
the above number, at p. 934, in giving an account of a short communica-
tion read by Professor Simpson to the Medico-Chirurgical Society, has un-
fortunately escaped notice till now, when it has been raised into importance
by a letter of Dr. Collins in the " Obstetric Record." It is stated in our
report (of which we claim the entire responsibility), that one out of every
twenty-one mothers died.’ In the same report, the total number of cases
is stated at 1400, which is alro erroneous. The true numbers are eleven
deaths in 1475 cases, or one in 134. The careful and eiaborate report by
Dr. Simpson, in which these numbers are given, appeared in our November
number (1848), and is quoted by Dr. Collins in the letter to which we refer,
in order to contrast it with oxsr statement, the inaccuracy of which is but
too obvious to every unbiassed person. We beg, that for the sake of our
peace of mind, if not of his own, Dr. Collins will, for the future, abstain
from using the errors of our printers and reporters as a ground forthrowing
doubts upon the authentic and detailed statements of Professor Simpson,
or any one else with whom he may happen to be engaged in professional
controversy. Ens. M. J."&mdash;Monthly Journal of Iledical Science, January

. 1849, p. 494.


